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TO: SACHI A. HAMAI
Executive Officer
Board of Supervisors

Attention: Agenda Preparation
~ ~

FROM: PATRICK A. WU ~~
Senior Assistant County Counsel

RE: Item for the Board of Supervisors' Agenda
County Claims Board Recommendation
James Shortt v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. CV 1105484

Attached is the Agenda entry for the Los Angeles County Claims
Board's recommendation regarding the above-referenced matter. Also attached
are the Case Slunmary and the Susninary Corrective Action Plan to be made
available to the public.

It is requested that this recommendation, the Case Summary and
the Summary Corrective Action Plan be placed on the Board of Supervisors'
agenda.
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Board Agenda

MISCELLANEOUS. COMMUNICATIONS

Los Angeles County Claims Board's recommendation: Authorize settlement of
the matter entitled James Shorn v. County of Los Angeles, et al., United States
District Court Case No. CV 1105484, in the amount of $425,000 and instruct the
Auditor-Controller to draw a warrant to implement this settlement from the
Sheriff s Department's budget.

This lawsuit concerns allegations of civil rights violations based on the actions of
the County's Sheriff s Department and District Attorney's office, that resulted in a
murder conviction.
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CASE SUMMARY -AMENDED

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION .

CASE NAME James Shortt v. County of Los
Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER Case No. CV1105484

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENTS

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

HOA.1025829.2

Unified States District Court

Complaint filed: July 1, 2011

Sheriffs Department
District Attorney's Office

$ 425,000

Barry Litt, Esq.
Litt, Estuar &Kitson

Jennifer A.D. Lehman

This is a recommendation to settle
for $425,000, the lawsuit filed by
James Shortt alleging civil rights
violations. Mr. Shorn claims that
he was wrongfully convicted of
murder based on Sheriff 

s

Deputies and Deputy District
Attorneys eliciting false testimony
from a jalihouse informant.
Defendants claim that no such civil
rights violations occurred and he
was convicted based on
eyewitness testimony.

However, in light of the potential
for high exposure and the
uncertainties of litigation, a full and
final settlement of the case in the
amount of $425,000 is
recommended.
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PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ 548,206

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $ 13,39.9

HOA.1025829.2



Case Name: James Short v. County of Las An~eies. et al.

Summary Corrective ~►ction Plan

The [ntent of this form is to assist departments in wrifing a corrective action plan summar
y for attachment

to the settlement dacument5 developed for the Board of Supervisors andlor the County of 
Los Angeles

Claims Soard. The summary should be a specific overview of the claimsllawsuits' 
identified root causes

and corrective actions (status, time frame, and responsible party}. This summary does not r~ep
iace the

Corrective Action Plan farm. If there is a question related to con~ident[ality. please consult

County Counsel.

Date of incident/event: Between 1982 and 2070.

Briefily provide a description
of the incident/event:

James Shortt v. County of Les Ansteles. et al.
Summary Corrective Action Plan No. 2013-037

In 1982, the plaintiff was arrested, prosecuted, and convicted of murder.

The case was investigated by members of the Los Angeles County

Sheriffs Department and prosecuted by representatives from the Las

Angeles County DfstrictAttorney's Office. Evidence in the case included.

testimony from another jail inmate to wham the plaint{ff confessed to the

crime.

In 1997, the fait inmate admffted his tes~mony in the piaint~fPs t~nurder

trial was false. The plaintiff filed appeals with the Los Angeles Superior ,

Court, the California Court of Appeal, and fhe Califomla Supreme Coup.

Ali three courts let the conviction stand. The pfalntiff then flied an appeal

with the Un{ted States District Court The Gout denied his petition,

ruling that the jolt inmate's testimony did not affect the conviction.

In 2009, the plaintiff filed an appeal with the Ninth Circuit Court of

Appeals. The Court overturned the plaintiff s murder conviction on the

basis that the Los Angsles County District Attorney's Office failed to

disclose favorable material information regarding the jail inmate and his

testimony.

in 2010, the plaintiff was re-tried without the testimony of the jail inmate.

He was acquitted by a jury.

1. Briefly describe the root causetsl of the claim/lawsuih

The root cause of this lawsuit is a decision by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals to overturn the

pta~ntifFs murder convic#ion on the bass that the Las Ar~geies County District Attorney's Office failad to

disclose favorable material inFormatfon regarding the jail inmate and his testimony.
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County of dos Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Pian __

2. Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:
(IncWde each corrective acifon, due date, reaponsible party, and any disciplinary actions if appropriate)

The Los Angeles County Sheriffs Departments Rfsk Management Bureau reviewed known facts in this

ease. There is no evidence to support the plaintiffs allegation that members of the Los Angeles

county Sheriffs Department lied or coerced the jail inmate's testimony. No employee misconduct is

suspected, and no systemic issues were identified. Consequently, na personnel-related admin(strative

~etian was taken, and no other corrective action measures are recommended nor contemplated:

3. Are the corrective actions addressing department wide system issues?

❑ Yes —The corrective actions address department-wide systerrt issues.

~ No--The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

Tn1s section intentianaity left blank.
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County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department

Name: (Risk Manag~nent Coordinator)

Ronald D. Williams, Acting Captain
Risk Management Bureau

Signature: Date:

. , ~~~

NatYte: (Department Head)

Roberta A. Abner, Chief
Professional Standards Division

Signature: ~~ Date:

3 1,~~ j~

Name: (Risk Management inspector General)

~.~ ~h ~~J

Signature:

Documen#version: 4,0 (January 2013)

Date:
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